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Introduction and Motivation

Abstract

Proposed missions such as a Mars sample return

Motivation: Mars Entry, Descent, and Landing (EDL) Magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) Energy Generation During EDL
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Theory and Methodology
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Abstract EES system performance to two parameters:
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Where B is the ballistic coefficient:
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Results and Discussion
EES System Performance vs. Technology Readiness Level (TRL) and Mass Constraint
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